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1 before it was changed in '98 when -- and nobody 

2 knows how it went. I'm sorry, I don't know if I 

3 have gone over my three minutes already, but don't 

4 focus on how it changed because I can tell you it's 

5 happened so many times while I'm on the Commission 

6 that the community plan maps were changed without 

7 the community knowing about it that that's old news. 

8 That's been done and it will -- it will be part of 

9 the process as we change our planning process. 

10 Put it back on the map, please. Please, put 

11 it back on the map. And then take the next step and 

12 bring it back to our community so that we can 

13 envision exactly the type of community that can be a 

14 model here. Thank you. 

15 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Thank you, Joe. 

16 Any questions for Joe? Okay. If not, Paul 

17 Gerring will be followed by Buck Joiner. 

18 MR. GERRING: Good afternoon. I'm Paul Gerring. I live 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

on Kauhale Street, which is the street that just 

above where this North-South Collector Road is -- is 

proposed. When it was taken off the map and it was 

placed somewhere else, I understand it was placed 

onto Kauhale Street for all this other 

transportation. Kauhale Street, according to 

everybody, is a 60-foot wide right-of-way street. 
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1 live on the street. I have gone out and measured 

2 it. The actual paved part of the street is 37-feet 

3 wide. There is 60 feet of right-of-way set aside, 

4 however, if you go out there --

5 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Excuse me, Paul, can you -- Joe, what are 

6 you doing? 

7 MR. BERTRAM: Oh, this is just to point out Kauhale Street 

8 is. 

9 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Thank you. 

10 Go ahead. 

11 MR. GERRING: This is Kauhale? Excuse me. This is 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Kauhale Street above where the North-South Collector 

Road is proposed to go through. This is where it 

is -- has been placed now. 

It's a 60-foot right-of-way, however, only 37 

feet of it paved. The other remaining 23 feet has 

water meters on it, cable TV boxes, people's walls, 

curbs, sidewalks, light fixtures, everything else. 

There's no way that this street could ever be used 

as a collector road. There's ohanas up and down the 

street so every home has three, four, five vehicles. 

There's parked cars on both sides of the street 

already. School buses go down it. And the people 

just fly down this street already. This is not a 

suitable street to have as a collector road. 
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1 It was moved from this alignment up to this 

2 alignment. And I would urge you, like Joe, to put 

3 it back here before all this development gets 

4 completed so you can have a thoroughfare that would 

5 get through bike-wise, jogging trails, whatever it 

6 would be, eventually try some form of mass 

7 transportation to get down through to Wailea. It's 

8 the natural way. That's the way it was in the plan 

9 that was approved back in '95 for the same project 

10 which was never developed, but an SMA was granted 

11 for that, approved, and then it was abandoned. But 

12 all of a sudden the road disappeared and got moved 

13 up to Kauhale. 

14 So I would urge you all to consider putting 

15 the road back where it should be, which works out 

16 for a better -- better project for the neighborhood. 

17 Thank you. 

18 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Any questions for Paul? If not, 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

thank you. 

Buck Joiner followed by Rosie Hogin. 

MR. JOINER: Aloha kakou. I'm Buck Joiner testifying as 

an individual on this same topic for somewhere 

around the 50th time. 

The North-South Collector Road in Kihei needs 

to be as continuous as possible. And I have been 
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beating this same drum for well over a decade. And 

the words that are in the community plan right now 

that say that it shall be discontinuous are just 

ludicrous. Kihei -- when the first Kihei Traffic 

Master Plan was proposed and was submitted to the 

Council in 1989, it included the North-South 

Collector Road as continuous and it was a brilliant 

document. Unfortunately, the County Council at that 

time did not adopt the entire document, but adopted 

only Road C, which ultimately became Piikea. 

I think that when you just recently had your 

transportation discussion here in these chambers 

there were some experts that told you that for these 

kinds of situations you need advanced planning and 

advanced action. They said when you delay, then 

there are several problems that happens. One, the 

price of the land involved increases. Number two, 

the number of people living close to the proposed 

corridor increases and you have a much greater NIMBY 

effect and it makes it much more difficult to 

establish the road at a later time. 

I would like to ask that you put this back 

into the community plan with a statement that the 

North-South Collector Road shall be as continuous as 

possible and draw the line on the map through Kihei 
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showing it as being as continuous as possible. 

There are some extremely difficult problems in 

actually accomplishing that, no question about it, 

but the concept now of chopping it up into little 

pieces is totally unacceptable. 

When Kihei was a community of 7,000 people, 

two roads was fine. But when you have the 

possibility of Kihei, which is the fastest growing 

community in the State, becoming a much greater 

population, two roads simply will not suffice. It 

simply won't work. If you talk to any good 

community planner, they will tell you time after 

time that more roads is better than bigger roads. 

Okay? 

If you think about the situation where you 

have only two and one is closed because of an 

accident or something And there's going to be 

many more accidents when Piilani Highway becomes 

four lanes. When that highway is closed and all 

that traffic goes down onto South Kihei Road, we're 

going to be in excruciating difficulty. In front of 

the Maui Lu there is right now a section that is 

hanging by a thread. Any kind of a significant 

storm will take out that section of South Kihei Road 

and then throw the traffic back up on Piilani 
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1 Highway. 

2 So I would implore you, please, for the sake 

3 of the community, the Kihei community, in the long 

4 run, put this back in the community plan as 

5 continuous as possible and draw the line on the map. 

6 Thank you. 

7 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Thank you, Buck. 

8 Any questions? Jo Anne. 

9 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yes, Buck. Thank you for coming. 

10 My question would be when the road is going to be, 

11 let's say, continuous and then you reach one of 

12 these impasses that you had spoken about or an area 

13 that's going to be difficult, how would you envision 

14 that particular problem being dealt with? Do you 

15 have any suggestions that you might offer? 

16 MR. JOINER: Yeah. There -- First of all, it is necessary 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

to preserve the corridor where we don't have any 

construction already. And there is, for instance, 

one lot very close to Auhana on Auhana where the 

North-South Collector Road would kind of go through 

the middle of it and it's kind of a hard spot. If 

you put that in and so when somebody buys the land 

they know that that land is going to have to be 

dedicated, that's important. 

Okay. There's a couple of spots where on the 
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other side that Kanani-Auhana intersection which 

kind of forms an "x", where it would good forward 

and there's like a number of homes that are now 

built in the way that would preclude building the 

road at this time. But that doesn't mean that 20 or 

30 or 40 years down the line that the forces would 

become such that it would become necessary to 

condemn those, to take them or whatever. 

What I am concerned about is not taking the 

action to make that future one a possibility. And 

we have seen that where the anti-planning in Kihei. 

One prime example, going way, way back, is the 

building that sits on the corner of South Kihei Road 

and Lipoa. That road was -- that building was built 

so close to the road that it's like physically 

impossible to widen the road now. Okay? Lack of 

foresight. 

So -- There's also a place for the Kauhale 

people. I feel sorry for those because the people 

that are on the makai side are saying, we don't want 

to have a road on both sides of us; and the people 

on the mauka side are saying, if that North-South 

Collector Road is not built, then Kauhale becomes 

the de facto North-South Collector Road and it is 

going -- the traffic on there would be horrendous. 
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1 So I am -- I would prefer to see the North-South 

2 Collector Road. 

3 There's also a couple of lots that were 

4 supposed to be dedicated over there. Perhaps a 

5 Kauhale resident can enlighten us on the status of 

6 those because I think that there was a -- they were 

7 supposed to be preserved for the road, and I heard a 

8 rumor that they might have been sold. 

9 COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Okay. Thank you very much. 

10 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Buck, so in your opinion the road should 

11 come -- should end where? 

12 MR. JOINER: In my opinion, it should run all the way from 

13 Suda Store to Wailea Alanui. That's the line you 

14 draw on the map. There are some hard spots through 

15 there. Even -- even in the original Kihei Traffic 

16 Master Plan it shows it as dotted lines when it gets 

17 to that hard spot, saying this is where it should 

18 go, but we can't do it right now. And that's what 

19 I'm asking, that you put that in with the dotted 

20 line rather than terminating the road and saying 

21 there's no possibility ever. 

22 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Thank you very much. 

23 MR. JOINER: Thank you. 

24 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Rosie Hogin. 

25 MS. HOGIN: Thank you. Our Kauhale Association, we have 
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formed an intervention against developers of 

Kilohana Hema, a 30-lot subdivision fronting most of 

our properties this past winter. This cost us, us 

homeowners, close to $40,000, which we paid out of 

our pocket. While participating in the negotiations 

we secured for the County land --

Okay. Thanks. (Mike adj usted. ) 

We secured for the County land for the 

collector road at no cost for the County. They gave 

this up. All the County has to do is request it in 

writing, and then you can take that over. At the 

same time it came to our attention that the 

collector road had changed, that it was no longer in 

front of us, but now on Kauhale Street. Nobody 

knows how it happened or when it happened, but we 

were not involved in it, the residents who live on 

Kauhale Street. And that's really all we're asking. 

We want to participate. This is our street, this is 

our neighborhood, we would like to have an input and 

a say. 

Right now the traffic just zooms by. We have 

cars parked allover the place. And now you're 

going to put another street right there, a collector 

road. We would like it put back where it was. 1'11 

leave out the rest. 
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1 . . END OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY . . . 

2 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Rosie, was the person that 

3 originally sent the letter to bring this issue to 

4 the forefront. Are there any questions for her? 

5 Okay. If not, thank you very much. 

6 MS. HOGIN: Thank you very much. 

7 14 NORTH-SOUTH COLLECTOR ROAD IN KIHEI (C.C. NO. 01-186) 

8 CHAIR ARAKAWA: At this time I'm going to have the 

9 Director of Planning, John Min, make a comment. 

10 MR. MIN: Thank you. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Excuse me. Are these maps from 

12 Rosie? 

13 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Yes. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: Thank you. 

15 MR. MIN: Thank you. 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Members of the Committee, just a little 

background information, when the Planning Commission 

was reviewing some of these proposed subdivisions 

that are shown in the maps that Ms. Hogin provided, 

questions came up regarding the alignment of the 

North-South Collector Road. And at that time the 

Planning Commission, after much discussion, 

requested that the Public Works Department take a 

look at the Kihei Traffic Master Plan, which is the 

basis for the alignment of the proposed North-South 
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Collector Road. And to take a look at that plan, 

which is referenced in the community plan, because 

it seems that there may be some issues about that 

plan and some of the specifics. 

So the Public Works Department agreed that 

they would do that. And my understanding is that 

they are in the process of securing a consultant to 

do the update of the Kihei Traffic Master Plan. 

That master plan is really the basis of the 

recommendations in the community plan. And, you 

know, our view is that we should take a look at the 

big picture of all of traffic within Kihei, which 

this master plan update would do. The North-South 

Collector Road is a very important part of it, but 

there are also some other roads that are within this 

district that need to be looked into; for example, 

South Kihei Road. There have been some issues about 

proposed improvements and the need or the desire to 

want to maintain the character, the trees, the 

landscaping, how do you accommodate that, you know, 

and yet provide for needed upgraded improvements. 

And this is part of what that master plan will be 

looking at. 

So my comment would be that, you know, the 

master plan, you know, would provide a basis for any 
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1 future policy changes in this particular plan and 

2 that it would be desirable, appropriate to have that 

3 plan that project continue so that we can get, 

4 you know, complete information and an overall 

5 analysis of the situation. 

6 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. John, the only major concern I have 

7 with that is that the Planning Department does not 

8 create the master plan thinking that because the 

9 Kihei Community Implementing Action, the language in 

10 there says a discontiguous road. That they don't 

11 create the master plan with the discontiguous road 

12 in mind, but, rather, consider the actual traffic 

13 situations and the best way to remedy that 

14 situation. Because if by leaving this alone we then 

15 say -- are essentially saying to the people that are 

16 doing the plans, don't make this area part of that 

17 roadway, that we might be defeating the purpose of 

18 the plan itself. 

19 So do you know whether or not that would be 

20 the case? 

21 MR. MIN: Well, I think, you know, the Public Works 

22 

23 

24 

25 

Department is relooking at their master plan in its 

entirety. I think if the Council has some specific 

questions that they would like Public Works to 

consider in the update of the master plan, I think 
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1 it would be desirable to communicate that to Public 

2 Works so that they're aware of it. 

3 When they develop their plan, they will be 

4 conducting numerous community meetings, public 

5 meetings, so that residents are informed of some of 

6 the findings, recommendations, and have an 

7 opportunity to provide input. So, again, if the 

8 Council has some specific issues or considerations 

9 that they would like to be taken into account, I 

10 think it would be very appropriate to request that 

11 those be a part of that study. 

12 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. We also have David Goode here from 

13 Public Works. Would any of you like for him to 

14 comment on where the plan is and what they are --

15 Public Works is doing? 

16 ?: Yes. 

17 CHAIR ARAKAWA: You would. David. 

18 MR. GOODE: Okay. Good afternoon, Chairman, members of 

19 the Committee. I apologize for not being here 

20 earlier. I wasn't called. So I'm not sure all 

21 you've discussed. 

22 CHAIR ARAKAWA: What you heard is basically -- you were 

23 here long enough to hear John's presentation, 

24 that's --

25 MR. GOODE: Yeah. I did hear the last couple of minutes, 
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so -- The Department is initiating a study, a relook 

of the Traffic Master Plan as it relates to in 

particular two major items. One is -- three major 

items. 

One is pertaining to South Kihei Road Phase 

IV. As you know, that project received an SMA 

permit, was ready to go, and it was stopped. And it 

was stopped due to concerns raised by the community 

in terms of the ultimate laneage requirements. Are 

two lanes needed in this area which is from Lipoa 

north to Kulanihakoi Street? That question needs to 

be answered. 

The second question that needs to be answered 

is a very similar question in terms of the 

North-South Collector Road. Does it, too, need to 

be two lanes or four lanes or a little bit of both? 

And if so, where? 

The third question has to do with the 

North-South Collector Road, whether or not it should 

be continuous. The community plan says it shall be 

discontiguous, so that's our direction. However, 

the Planning Commission in review of one of the SMA 

permits along this area directed I believe 

directed our Department, which I am not even sure is 

allowed by the Charter, but directed us to 
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1 investigate this. Or actually initiate the change, 

2 I think was how it was written. And our 

3 Department's position is is that we would not 

4 initiate such a change unless we felt it was 

5 justifiable. That's -- In a sense they were 

6 asked -- they were jumping to the conclusion before 

7 it was analyzed. We would rather analyze and then 

8 recommend a conclusion. 

9 So what we have asked our consultant to do is 

10 to answer those three pretty good-sized questions. 

11 So in order to do that, you have got to look at, 

12 well, how has Kihei been built out in the last five 

13 years since the Traffic Master Plan was last looked 

14 at, taking into account the new community plan, 

15 taking into effect the regional traffic, and do some 

16 major number crunching and see what pops out. 

17 So that's where we are, but the work has not 

18 yet been initiated. 

19 CHAIR ARAKAWA: And what is the timetable for this 

20 project? 

21 MR. GOODE: Well, we went back and forth with the 

22 

23 

24 

25 

consultant. We had one minor revision, the 

consultant is going to be on island tomorrow. So 

the consultant is going to be in our office to wrap 

up this last little item, and then they're off and 
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1 running. In effect because the consultant has done 

2 a lot of work in the Kihei area already, they have 

3 the majority of the data already. So it's a 

4 question of getting additional data and doing 

5 analysis on those three specific questions. 

6 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Any questions for Dave? Wayne. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: David, when we discussed the 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

North-South Collector Road, I think at one time the 

Administration preliminarily had an idea of where 

the road was going to be located; therefore you 

probably were on call in regards to what should be 

granted and what should not be granted in regards to 

land use decisions. Since that time and, of course, 

the changing of administrations, where are we now in 

regards to perhaps where we thought the North-South 

Collector Road would be? 

At one time we had taken a position that that 

road would be developed accordingly with 

developments of the private landowners. Now you're 

calling for a consultant to relook the whole 

situation. Does this mean that what we had 

preliminarily laid out now is on hold and we are 

looking at perhaps a new North-South Collector Road 

in areas widening to four lanes? 

And I guess the -- the final question would 

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC. 
(808) 524-2090 



LU 10/1/01 26 

1 be: Is the consultant going to consult with those 

2 landowners before a roadway is -- a line for the 

3 roadway is going to be drawn out? Because I think 

4 that obviously we're going to have impacts and costs 

5 that we're going to have to look at. In fact, we 

6 were told this early on during the community plan 

7 discussions that there were areas in which it would 

8 cost the County too much money. I think in the area 

9 of -- Oh, I can't remember. Right above Charlie 

10 Young, that area there where we have got all that 

11 apartment area already developed. 

12 And so I know those are many questions, but 

13 how is this Administration now going to take on this 

14 task? Are the consultants actually meeting with the 

15 major landowners or homes where they think the line 

16 will be drawn, or is everything up in the air? 

17 CHAIR ARAKAWA: David. 

18 MR. GOODE: Councilman Nishiki, essentially the -- it's 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

not the consultant's job to go talk to landowners or 

try to revise the alignment. We have an alignment 

and we have a policy direction in terms of the 

community plan which says avoid that area around 

Auhana that's above Charlie Young Beach and avoid 

the area around Maui Hill. 

We're trying to find out of those areas that 
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1 

2 
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are left, I mean, is two lanes enough? Is four 

lanes enough? And actually, you know, answering the 

question on South Kihei Road, is it two lanes or 

four lanes, obviously if it's two on South Kihei 

Road, you're going to send more cars to the 

North-South Collector. And if North-South Collector 

is only two, then you send more cars to Piilani. So 

there's a balancing act there that there's a certain 

number of cars and depending how many lanes you have 

available, there's a -- it just naturally happens, 

people go where there's less resistance. 

So we're going to ask them not specifically 

about alignment because we have the basic alignment. 

There's some minor modifications that need to be 

made to alignment, but it's not major. We're 

essentially looking at, you know, what's the total 

laneage required and in what areas. Because in some 

areas you may need four. Like around Safeway, you 

have a major commercial development, eventually 

you're going to have apartments across the street 

from Safeway, you're going to have more cars in that 

area, that may need four. Whereas an area farther 

south towards Auhana, it's mostly residential, you 

probably don't. So that's where we're specifically 

trying to keep the consultants work geared towards. 
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1 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay. And -- and is it that no 

2 segments on South Kihei Road would possibly be one 

3 way? I know this has been talked about in many 

4 times, maybe not the entire South Kihei Road, but in 

5 segments of South Kihei Road it should just be one 

6 way. 

7 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Wayne, we're trying to concentrate on the 

8 North-South. And because I have a limited time, 

9 I'll have him address the question, but very 

10 briefly. 

11 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Well, they're addressing the Kihei 

12 Road Master Plan, Mr. Chairman, and that's the 

13 reason why --

14 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Right. The topic is the 

15 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: -- I think it's --

16 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Right. The topic is the North-South 

17 Collector Road, not the entire master plan. 

18 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: I'm done. 

19 CHAIR ARAKAWA: But answer it quickly, David, if possible. 

20 MR. GOODE: I think we best address it during that public 

21 comment period, see if it comes up. It's not in any 

22 of the plans or the community plan. 

23 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Council members, one of the things 

24 

25 

that I want to make sure that everybody understands 

what David is saying is because of the language in 
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the community plan which asks for a discontiguous 

road, the study that they are doing is on a 

discontiguous road. One of the things I would like 

to discuss today and try and address is expanding 

the study so that we were actually looking at if we 

were to go to as continuous as possible to Wailea 

Alanui, what that would do to affect the planning 

process as well. To include that as part of the 

study that they're doing to see whether that is a 

better alternative and not automatically exclude it 

because of the way the plan is written right now. 

I think most of the requests that have corne 

before us to this point has been to try and see if 

that road can be as continuous as possible. And you 

take Wailea Alanui, that goes all the way into 

Makena coming through, connecting up from Suda Store 

to that point. Trying to create as continuous a 

roadway as possible has been one of the discussion 

points within the community. To determine whether 

or not we should do that, I believe if we ask the 

consultants to study those possibilities rather than 

exclude them on the basis of the community plan, we 

may have a more comprehensive study. 

Ms. Johnson. 

COUNCILMEMBER JOHNSON: Yes, Mr. Chair. I have no 
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1 objection to looking at a continuous roadway or 

2 projected continuous roadway. I suspicion that one 

3 of the reasons it was put in the community plan that 

4 it would be discontiguous were because of these 

5 problem areas that several of the testifiers have 

6 talked about. And so I think it's more driven by 

7 what exists there now and the practicality of the 

8 matter. But I think that looking at the 

9 transportation corridor as a whole with some 

10 possibilities on into the future would be a very 

11 good direction to go. So I am supportive of at 

12 least having that included within the dialogue that 

13 they're going to have with their Transportation 

14 Master Plan consultant. 

15 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Thank you. 

16 David, you wanted to comment? 

17 MR. GOODE: Yeah. Thank you, Chairman. And I think I 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

neglected this during my earlier testimony. Going 

back to that third issue we want to look at is 

whether or not it's discontiguous -- What we were 

asked by the Planning Commission was about making it 

continuous again. We're going to study the laneage 

requirements I was talking about assuming it's 

discontiguous per the plan, and then we'll come up 

with some number, if you will, what the laneage 
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1 should be. And then we'll say, okay, well, gees, if 

2 it's continuous, okay, then what would be the 

3 effect, the net effect on the traffic movement, if 

4 you will? How much better would it be? Okay? 

5 Not -- we wouldn't look at the -- you know, the 

6 concerns that were specifically raised by the 

7 residents in that area that they don't want it 

8 because of noise, congestion, loss of home, et 

9 cetera, et cetera. We're just going to look at 

10 purely from a traffic standpoint. 

11 So I think we are on the same wave length, 

12 Chairman. The answer to that third question for the 

13 Planning Commission, we have got to ask that 

14 question. What if it was continuous, what would the 

15 effect be? How much better? Is it significant, or 

16 not? 

17 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Thanks very much for that 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

clarification because I didn't want to have that 

part lost in it. 

Then, Committee members, understanding that 

this study is being done and the consultants are 

going to be looking at that, what I would like to do 

is defer this item until such time as we have the 

studies complete so we can look at it. And as 

pointed out by the Director at this point, they're 
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1 going to look at it both ways, continuous --

2 discontiguous or contiguous. And that will give us 

3 a clear understanding of what is happening. 

4 Councilmember Nishiki. 

5 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Yeah. David, who are the 

6 consultants and what is the time line? Do you have 

7 that or can you send it to this Committee when you 

8 do get it, who the consultant is? 

9 MR. GOODE: The consultants are Parks & Brinkerhoff, PB, 

10 who has done a lot of work in Kihei area already. 

11 And I would expect the time line to be about three 

12 to four months from notice to proceed, which should 

13 happen in a couple weeks. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER NISHIKI: Okay. 

15 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Any further questions? Okay. 

16 David, when -- in doing the studies you're going to 

17 be looking at the contiguous -- some of the maps 

18 that were presented by Mr. Bertram and Buck Joiner 

19 as far as the alignment? That's going to be part of 

20 what you give them? I am not sure, nor do I want to 

21 dictate exactly how the alignment should be, but I 

22 think if those are submitted to you for 

23 consideration to look at, you guys look at them and 

24 try to do the best you can with it. 

25 MR. GOODE: Well, yeah, we'll look at, you know, the 
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1 existing documents that we have. You know, one of 

2 the challenges has been that there are too many 

3 plans floating around out there. So I am sure Mr. 

4 Joiner, and I see Buck nodding his head, you know, 

5 if you guys could give me whatever you're referring 

6 to, then I can send that over. But we want to be 

7 careful not to have too many plans because that 

8 certainly doesn't work, either. 

9 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. Then Committee members, if no 

10 objection, I'm going to defer this item. 

11 COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED NO OBJECTIONS. 

12 ACTION: DEFER. 

13 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Thank you very much. 

14 

15 

16 

28 REQUEST FROM FONG CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, LTD. 
FOR A CONDITIONAL PERMIT; REQUEST FROM 
CONSOLIDATED BASEYARDS, LLC FOR A CONDITIONAL 
PERMIT (C.C. No. 99-195, C.C. No. 99-223, 
C.R. No. 99-189) 

17 CHAIR ARAKAWA: We'll now go back to Item No. 28. This is 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

a request from Mr. Roderick Fong, and I'm going to 

let him explain the process in which he's trying --

what he's trying to do. Earlier on this year what 

happened was, if you remember, because he was 

required to have a five-year lease agreement, he did 

not have that, we zoned a portion of the property to 

baseyard. He's looking at coming back and trying to 

discuss the balance of that property and trying to 
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1 get that the permits for that. 

2 Mr. Fong. 

3 MR. FONG: Yes. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of 

4 the Committee. My name is Roderick Fong, and I'm 

5 representing Fong Construction. And for this 

6 permits we have changed -- we have signed the 

7 property away from the company, our company, 

8 construction company itself, and set aside an LLC 

9 called Consolidated Baseyards, LLC. Basically the 

10 name just comes from that property at one time was 

11 under lease by Consolidated Theaters and that was 

12 the reason we just sort of picked it out and put it 

13 as a baseyard sort of company that takes care of 

14 these lands, land areas. 

15 Basically under the State Land Use -- Special 

16 Use Permit, we have two permits that covers, one, 

17 the 4-acre -- existing 4-acre construction baseyard 

18 that was -- that was done in the late '80s. And 

19 that was that 4-acre property with a Tax Map Key 

20 3-8-07:102, so it's a portion of 102. 102 wraps 

21 around this other property of 3-8-07:89 

22 CHAIR ARAKAWA: You all have the diagram. 

23 MR. FONG: -- towards Kuihelani Highway. So when you look 

24 

25 

at the bottom 8 acres of 3-8-07 portion 102, that is 

actually part of that other property. 

RALPH ROSENBERG COURT REPORTERS, INC. 
(808) 524-2090 



LU 10/1/01 35 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

So to explain this, we went in for a State 

Special Use Permit of 4 acres in the late '80s and 

obtained that. Later on we went to share the 

infrastructure cost that was going to be required, 

the improvements, by trying to obtain and lease out 

31 more acres all the way to Kuihelani Highway. So 

it consists of that 22- to 23-acre parcel of 

3-8-07:89 plus that 8 acres to Kuihelani Highway. 

When we set up the -- finally set up an agreement 

with the property owner, A&B Properties Last year 

we purchased a cut out subdivided piece of the 23 

acres. So to meet the County Conditional Permit, 

since we purchased that property, we were able to 

meet that minimum of five-year lease. So when we 

came in to -- for the Conditional Use Permit 

approval, we were able to only approve or have 

approval for the 23 acres. 

And so what's left is still the 4 acres which 

we did obtain a five-year license agreement, which 

at this point I'm still not sure what the difference 

is between a license agreement and a lease 

agreement, but evidently that was not acceptable. 

So I'm still holding that, a five-year license 

agreement, but what we're coming before the 

Committee is the 4-acre portion and the additional 8 
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1 acres to be added to the 23 to have a total of 31 

2 acres. 

3 And if there's any other questions, I can 

4 explain that a little further. 

5 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Is everyone clear on what he's doing? He 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

carne originally for the entire project for 

conditional use. Because of the rule that we had in 

place at the time that required a five-year lease, 

not a license agreement, a lease, he did not have 

that to produce. So only the properties that he 

owned outright, we took those properties and cut it 

out of this pie and we passed that -- the 

conditional use for that. What he's corning back for 

is the balance of this project to do a conditional 

use. The same rules that applied to the Bert 

Shiroma case which we discussed just a little bit 

ago, we changed that rule so we don't have to have a 

five-year lease agreement, but rather permission 

from the property owners. 

At this point Mr. Fong has contacted A&B and 

he's in the process of getting the agreement written 

up, finalized, but he does have a license agreement. 

So if we were to pass this out of Committee today, 

we would not put it before the full Council until 

all the paperwork is complete and we have the letter 
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1 from A&B. That's the assumption that -- that Mr. 

2 Fong is under the understanding of. 

3 The Chair would recommend that we complete 

4 out the project and issue the Conditional Use Permit 

5 pending that it doesn't go any further until we get 

6 the finalization of the paperwork. 

7 COUNCILMEMBER TAVARES: So moved. 

8 COUNCILMEMBER MOLINA: Second. 

9 CHAIR ARAKAWA: It's been moved by Councilmember Tavares, 

10 seconded by Councilmember Molina. 

11 ? : (Inaudible) . 

12 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Yeah. Discussion? Any further 

13 discussion? Riki. 

14 COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Oh, I have no questions for Mr. 

15 Fong because I understand what he's trying to do. I 

16 just want to -- Since we've already accepted the 

17 motion, discussion on the motion, Chairman? 

18 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Discussion. That's what I'm asking for. 

19 COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Thank you. I was one of the few 

20 that was a stickler for the law. And it wasn't a 

21 rule, Chairman, if you mind my being more specific 

22 about it. It was a condition of the Code. 

23 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Right. 

24 COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: And it wasn't an Administrative 

25 Rule or something of that nature. So I was one that 
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1 was a stickler for the law. And since the law has 

2 been amended, I can support the intention of the 

3 applicant today. 

4 I think one thing the applicant has shown, 

5 because I traverse Waiko Road quite often, is his 

6 concrete showing of his intent to proceed in the 

7 manner that he has requested approval for. Mr. Fong 

8 has started his project on Waiko Road. I can tell 

9 you he has taken as much care to minimize dust and 

10 sand erosion. I think he's making the improvements 

11 that for that area will justify its light industrial 

12 designation. And if anything, I am looking forward 

13 with Mr. Fong's contribution, of course, the day 

14 that Waiko Road does receive its improvements and 

15 repaving and that the intersection connecting to 

16 Kuihelani Highway is completed, because I think that 

17 would be a major benefit not only to those that 

18 traverse Waiko Road, but everyone that traverses on 

19 Kuihelani Highway, Chairman. 

20 So I will be very supportive of Mr. Fong's 

21 request. 

22 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Thank you very much. 

23 

24 

25 

Any further discussion? Mr. Kane. 

COUNCILMEMBER KANE: Thank you, Chair. I will be 

supporting the motion, but I hope that we don't 
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1 create a habit of moving forward without the proper 

2 documentation before us. 

3 COUNCILMEMBER HOKAMA: Good point. 

4 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Okay. And if it does -- the documentation 

5 is not completed, it will not go any further than 

6 this. So it -- everything is pending that 

7 documentation being here. We had anticipated that 

8 the documentation would be ready, but sometimes 

9 things get delayed. But after this point, it 

10 cannot. Okay? 

11 Any further discussion? If not, all in favor 

12 say aye. 

13 COUNCIL MEMBERS VOICED AYE. 

14 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Opposed? Motion carried. 

15 VOTE: AYES: 

16 
NOES: 

17 ABSTAIN: 
ABSENT: 

Councilmembers Carroll, Hokama, Johnson, 
Kane, Kawano, Molina, Nishiki, Tavares, 
and Chair Arakawa. 
None. 
None. 
None. 

18 EXC. : None. 

19 ACTION: FIRST READING of revised proposed bill. 

20 CHAIR ARAKAWA: Is there anything else anyone wants to 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

bring up before I adjourn the meeting? If not, I 

want to thank everybody for attending, for being 

brief. All of the departments, thank you very much 

for your participation. The meeting is adjourned. 

(Gavel. ) 
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